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1 . Discuss proposed amendment to Claim 1 



1 . (Proposed Amendment - Do Not Enter) A computer implemented method of determining 
the routing of interconnected regions of a routing problem , the interconnected regions being regions of 
an electrical circuit, comprising: [[by]] 

considering all required connections in parallel independently ^ith each connection being given 

a chance to be routed while ignoring all other connections- 
assembling at least some.contextual information about aLrggion and the paths which cross there 

in the form of at least one conflict object, and 

onljLattemptlng to resolve crossing conflicts ©fily-when said at least some contextual inforniatjon 

a bout a r e gion and th e paths that cross in tho region h as been assembled. 

2. Discuss 112 rejection of Claim 1 

3. Discuss 101 rejections of Claims 1-6 

4. Discuss distinctions over Andreev and Rostoker references 

a) Rostoker concerns an algorithm for channel routing. In contrast, both Andreev and the 
present invention concern geometric (free space) routing. Channel routing and geometric 
routing are fiindamentally different and incompatible. Therefore, i) Rostoker cannot be 
combined with Andreev, ii) Rostoker is not relevant to the present invention. 

b) Andreev does not consider all required connections in parallel independently and 
simultaneously. This is despite Office action's comments in paragraph a) of page 3 of the 
outstanding officer action for example. Strangely, the Office action appears to 
acknowledge this by using the word "substantially" at the last line of page 8 and line 9 of 
page 1 0 of the office action. 

c) As the Office action mentions, both Rostoker and Andreev concern integrated circuit 
design. In contrast the present invention is concerned with PCB design. These fields are 
separate and distinct, and therefore even if Rostoker and Andreev are combined, the 
present invention cannot result. 
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d) Looking at the Office action's discussion of Claim 3, Zui<en makes the following points: 
i) Firstly, Andreev does not carry out the step (a) of defining for each set of regions to be 
connected, routing which represents a suitable manner of connecting them, respecting only 
those crossing conflicts which have been explicitly registered with the set currently being 

considered- 

li) Secondly, Andreev does not cany out the step (c) of collating all such proposed routing 
and resolving any crossing conflicts in a symmetric manner. Instead, Andreev addresses 
conflicts serially, i.e. one at a time. 

5. Discuss patentability of any of the pending claims based on discussion. 

CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP 

Gabriel Fitch 
Reg. No. 62,905 
626/795-9900 

GXF/gxf 
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